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Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210
P.O. Box 145801

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

Subj: Response to Deficiencies to Update Volume 11, Rilda Canyon Facilities, PacifiCorp, Deer
Creek Mine, C/015/0018, Emery County, Utah, Task ID #358S5.

PacifiCorp, by and through its wholly-owned subsidiary, Energy West Mining Company
("Energy West"), as mine operator, hereby submits deficiency responses gnd the updated
volumes; Volume 11, Volume 11 Appendix Volume A, and Volume 11 Appendix Volume B.

Energy West originally submitted this amendment on June 30, 2010. After the‘ DiYision’s
technical analysis of the amendment submittal, the Division found three (3) deficiencies and
returned the entire submittal back to the permittee, Energy West.

Energy West has corrected or adjusted the permit submittal to address the Division’s concerns
. (see deficiency responses below) and is re-submitting five (5) complete copies of Volume 11,
Volume 11A, and Volume 11B as the following describes.

To reiterate our intentions, Energy West will be submitting this amendment to update Vol}m}e. 11
in three parts and requests that each submittal receive a conditional approval by the Division.
Submittals will be as follows:

Part 1 (Current Submittal) — Update Volume 11, Volume 11 Appendix Volume A,
Volume 11 Appendix Volume B — text, maps, and data,

Part 2 — Update bonding calculations for the Rilda facilities (to include Chapter 800
Bonding),

Part 3 - Reduce the permit area for the Deer Creek Mine to include only those areas that
are currently bonded.

Once the three submittals have been conditionally approved, the Division can give final approval
for this comprehensive amendment.

Updates in this first submittal for Volume 11 include changes in Chapters 200 Soils through 700
Hydrology. Amended maps are also included in this volume; however, only copy copy will have
. the PE signature. This signature signifies the design has been reviewed by a professional
engineer. Once final approval has been granted, signatures for all “Clean Copy” maps will be
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Appendix Volume A includes two soil map updates (with PE signatures as stated above) as well
as the comprehensive macro-invertebrate surveys in Rilda Creek. These surveys were performed
by the Division of Wildlife Resources and a private contractor. Both surveys compliment each
other and contain the same findings [construction of the Rilda facilities had no impact on water
quality of the Rilda Creek]. The surveys were conducted between 2004 and 2008.

Appendix Volume B includes an updated hydrological design (Appendix B) for the facilities as
they have been built. Maps for the hydrology portion of the permit (with PE signatures as stated
above) are included in this appendix. The entire Appendix B was revised, therefore, Energy
West requests permission to remove the existing contents and replace with the updated version of
Appendix B.

The required C1/C2 forms are included with this submittal. Five (5) revised copies of Volume
11, Volume 11 Appendix Volume A, and Volume 11 Appendix Volume B are included. It is
Energy West’s hope that by submitting this large permit revision in three parts, the burden of
review will be reduced and the revisions will be focused and organized.

If you have any questions or concerns regarding this submittal, please contact Dennis Oakley at
(435) 687-4825.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Fleck
Geology and Environmental Affairs Manager

Enclosures  C1/C2 Forms
Deficiency Responses
Volume 11
Volume 11 Appendix Volume A
Volume 11 Appendix Volume B




Deficiency Responses

The following responses to deficiencies are formatted as indicated in the Deficiency List
document. They are arranged in logical section headings similar to the R645 regulations. In each
section, the regulation number along with the associated deficiency is followed by the
permittee’s italicized response.

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Design Criteria and Plans — Diversions — Diversion of Perennial and Intermittent S'trearps and
Ephemeral Streams that Drain a Watershed of at Least One Square Mile, Diversion of
Miscellaneous Flows.

R645-301-742.320, 330 — Because some values for ditch and culvert lengths in Tables 6, 7, 8,
and 9 in Volume 11B don’t match culvert and ditch lengths shown on Map 700-2, the Permittee
must assure that correct lengths have been used to calculate the slope values which were input
into the ditch and culvert design calculations in Appendices 2 and 3 of Volume 11B, in particular
for UD-5, DD-3, DD-4, and UC-2. As needed, revise Tables 6, 7, 8, and 9 in Volume 11B to
incorporate accurate ditch and culvert lengths.

The permittee has reviewed all designed culvert and ditch lengths and slopes and have corrected
those errors. For the culvert and ditch slopes found in error, the respective designs were re-run
using Flowmaster® . Tables 6, 7, and 8 in Volume 11B have been revised to include correct
lengths and slopes.

LAND USE AND AIR QUALITY INFORAMTION
Air Quality

R645-301-422, On page 4, under Section R645-301-422, the application indica.tes that an air
quality approval order remains outstanding for the Rilda construction. Please provide the current
Approval Order number and date.

The paragraph on page 4 in Section R645-301-422 of Volume 11 was not updated. This
information was inadvertently overlooked by the permittee. The said paragraph has been
updated and is presented in the said section as redline/strikeout text as follows:

R645-301-420 AIR QUALITY

Air pollution control measures are described in the “Approval Order DAQE-AN0239003-02”
issued by the Division of Air Quality. This order has conditions that the operator has—te must
comply with to reduce emissions that may affect the air quality. Because processing or coal
transport is—rot-being-done will not be conducted at the Nerth Rilda Canyon Portal Facilities,
the controlled emissions will only include fugitive dust emissions. Those emissions will be are
controlled by typical dust suppressant measures. The Division of Air Quality requires that the
Approval Order be in place and complied with by the operator for the life of the facilities
operation. Periodic inspections, by the Division of Air Quality, are conducted at the site to




verify compliance. This air quality Approval Order is filed at the Energy West Mining offices in
Huntington, Utah.

Some of the dust suppressant measures typically taken are: asphalt surfaces, wetting or sweeping
of surfaces, restricted speeds for vehicular traffic, limitations for travel on service roads.

All areas adjacent to roads or travelways have been er—will-be planted for revegetation.
Reseeding is repeated until vegetation is adequately established. Revegetation s has been

applied on all disturbed surfaces and regraded areas as-seon-as-season-and-weather-permit.
R645-301-421 Clean Air Act

Coal mining and reclamation operations will be conducted in compliance with the
requirements of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. Sec. 7401 et seq.) and any other applicable
Utah or federal statutes and regulations containing air quality standards.

R645-301-422 Utah Division of Air Quality

The operator has coordinated compliance efforts with the State of Utah, Division of Air
Quality. The current Approval Order (AO) issued to the operator is DAQE-AN0239003-02
and is dated June 14, 2002 Refer to R645-301 420 Pﬁem—eens-ﬁéueﬂeﬁ—fke—e&#en—tﬂllg

PERMITTING REQUIREMENTS
Permit Application Format and Contents

R645-301-121.200, Map 500-4 Sheet 3 of 4 refers to Map 500-3 for Cross-section loeations,
however Map 500-3 does not show cross-sections. Please provide cross-section locations on
Map 500-3. On Map 500-4 Sheet 3 of 4 please include the dashed line in the legend.

The cross-sections have been added to Map 500-3 and the revised map inserted in R645-301-
500, Engineering Maps Section.

The dashed line on Map 500-4, Sheet 3 of 4 has been added to the legend. A revised map has
been inserted into R645-301-500, Engineering Maps Section.




APPLICATION FOR COAL PERMIT PROCESSING

Permit Change [X] New Permit ] Renewal [_] Exploratlon ] Bond Release [ ] Transfer [ ]

mittee: PacifiCorp
e: Deer Creek Mine Permit Number: C/015/0018
Title: Response to Deficiencies to Update Volume 11, Rilda Canyon Facilities, PacifiCorp, Deer Creek Mine,

C/015/0018, Emery County, Utah, Task ID #3585.

Description, Include reason for application and timing required to implement:

Instructions: If you answer yes to any of the first eight (gray) questions, this application may require Public Notice publication.

<] Yes ] No 1. Change in the size of the Permit Area? Acres: to be decided later [ ] increase [X] decrease.
[ YesPXI No 2. Is the application submitted as a result of a Division Order? DO#
[ YesXINo 3. Does the application include operations outside a previously identified Cumulative Hydrologic Impact Area?
[]YesXINo 4. Does the application include operations in hydrologic basins other than as currently approved?
X Yes [1No 5. Does the application result from cancellation, reduction or increase of insurance or reclamation bond?
[JYesXINo 6. Does the application require or include public notice publication?
[J YesDXINo 7. Does the application require or include ownership, control, right-of-entry, or compliance information?
[X] Yes[ I No 8. Is proposed activity within 100 feet of a public road or cemetery or 300 feet of an occupied dwelling?
[0 YesXINo 9. Isthe application submitted as a result of a Violation? NOV #
[J Yes [XINo 10. Is the application submitted as a result of other laws or regulations or policies?
Explain:
[] Yes XINo 11. Does the application affect the surface landowner or change the post mining land use?
[J Yes )X No 12. Does the application require or include underground design or mine sequence and timing? (Modification of R2P2)
[] Yes [XINo 13. Does the application require or include collection and reporting of any baseline information?
[] Yes XINo 14. Could the application have any effect on wildlife or vegetation outside the current disturbed area?
Yes X] No 15. Does the application require or include soil removal, storage or placement?
Yes ] No 16. Does the application require or include vegetation monitoring, removal or revegetation activities?
es[]No 17. Does the application require or include construction, modification, or removal of surface facilities?
Yes [ ] No 18. Does the application require or include water monitoring, sediment or drainage control measures?
D] Yes [ No 19. Does the application require or include certified designs, maps or calculation?
] Yes[XINo 20. Does the application require or include subsidence control or monitoring?
X Yes []No 21. Have reclamation costs for bonding been provided?
X Yes [1No 22. Does the application involve a perennial stream, a stream buffer zone or discharges to a stream?
[J YesXINo 23. Does the application affect permits issued by other agencies or permits issued to other entities?

Please attach four (4) review copies of the application. If the mine is on or adjacent to Forest Service land please submit five
(5) copies, thank you. (These numbers include a copy for the Price Field Office)

1 hereby certify that [ am a responsible official of the applicant and that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my information
and belief in all respects with the laws of&itah in reference to commitments, undertakings, and obligations, herein.

Kenneth Fleck

Print Name Sign Name, Position, Date

Subscribed .ml m to before me thls ;_) "'clav of SLQ-} L20 I ( )
OTARY PUBLIC
k lbL }u ldu—t’u-@. CHRIS M CHRISTENSEN

Notary Public t Litah 84528
My commission Expires: 0] ,20 11y mmégﬁ-.?ﬁﬁ;% 1E1wpl.l-
Attest:  State of (e J o }ss: STAE OF UTAH

Countyof [ Jmuf"\
For Office Use Only: Assigned Tracking Received by Oil, Gas & Mining

Number:

RECEIVED
SEP 09 2010
DIV, OF OIL, GAS & MINING

Form DOGM- C1 (Revised March 12, 2002)



APPLICATION FOR COAL PERMIT PROCESSING
Detailed Schedule Of Changes to the Mining And Reclamation /Pla-m""*} PY

WA W
mittee: PacifiCorp
ne: _Deer Creek Permit Number: _C/015/0018
Title: Response to Deficiencies to Update Volume 11, Rilda Canyon Facilities, PacifiCorp, Deer Creek Mine,

C/015/0018, Emery County, Utah, Task ID #3585.

Provide a detailed listing of all changes to the Mining and Reclamation Plan, which is required as a result of this proposed permit
application. Individually list all maps and drawings that are added, replaced, or removed from the plan. Include changes to the table
of contents, section of the plan, or other information as needed to specifically locate, identify and revise the existing Mining and
Reclamation Plan. Include page, section and drawing number as part of the description.

DESCRIPTION OF MAP, TEXT, OR MATERIAL TO BE CHANGED

[JAdd [XReplace []Remove Volume 11, Introduction Tab, Text Section, Add Red-line text and remove Strikeout text
[J Add Replace [ JRemove Volume 11, Introduction Tab, Replace Figures A, B, and C
[JAdd [JReplace [XRemove Volume 11, General Tab, Remove Tab, and entire contents
Oadd X Replace [ ]Remove Volume 11, Soils Tab, Text Section, Add Red-line text and remove Strikeout text
[JAdd [XReplace [JRemove Volume 11, Biology Tab, Text Section, Add Red-line text and remove Strikeout text
[JAdd [XIReplace [JRemove Volumell, R645-301-300 Biology Maps Tab, Replace Maps Table of Contents cover sheet

Volume 11, R645-301-300 Biology Maps Tab, Replace Maps 300-1, 300-2, 300-3, 300-4,
[(OJAdd [XReplace [JRemove 300-5 and 300-6

Volume 11, Land Use and Air Quality Tab, Text Section, Add Red-line text and remove
[JAdd [XReplace []JRemove Strikeout text

Volume 11, Land Use and Air Quality Tab, R645-301-400 Maps Tab, Replace Maps Table

Add [X]Replace []Remove of Contents coversheet
dd [XIReplace [JRemove Volume 11, R645-301-400 Land Use and Air Quality Maps Tab, Replace Map 400-1
Add [XJReplace []Remove Volume 11, Engineering Tab, Text Section, Add Red-line text and remove Strikeout text
[OJAdd [JReplace [XRemove Volume 11, Engineering Tab, Remove Appendix A
[JAdd [XReplace []Remove Volume 11, R645-301-500 Engineering Figures Tab, Replace FigureR645-301-500¢

[JAdd [X]Replace [[JRemove Volume 11, R645-301-500 Engineering Figures Tab, Replace FigureR645-301-500d
Volume 11, R645-301-500 Engineering Maps Tab, Replace Replace Maps Table of
[0 Add [XReplace [ JRemove Contents cover sheet
Volume 11, R645-301-500 Engineering Maps Tab, Replace maps, 500-1 (1of 3 thru 3 of 3),
[JAdd [X]Replace [ JRemove 500-3, 500-4 (1 of 4 thru 4 of 4), 500-5,
(OJAdd [JReplace [XIRemove Volume 11, R645-301-500 Engineering Maps Tab, Remove maps 500-4 (5 of 5)
DI Add [JReplace []Remove Volume 11, R645-301-500 Engineering Maps Tab, Add Rilda Facility Plans Package
[JAdd [X]Replace []Remove Volume 11, Geology Tab, Text Section, Add Red-line text and remove Strikeout text
[JAdd [XIReplace []Remove Volume 11, Geology Tab, Geology Maps Tab, Replace Maps Table of Contents cover sheet
XI Add [JReplace []Remove Volume 11, Hydrology Tab, Add Red-line text and remove Strikeout text
[JAdd [XReplace []Remove Volume 11, Appendix Volume A, Soils, Appendix C, Replace Maps 200-1 and 200-2
Volume 11, Appendix Volume A, Biology, Appendix D, Add Macroinvertebrate
K Add [JReplace []Remove Comprehensive Report (2004 - 2008)
Volume 11, Appendix Volume A, Biology, Appendix D, Add Macroinvertebrate Reports
XJAdd [JReplace []Remove 2009 :
Volume 11, Appendix Volume B, Hydrology, Appendix B, Text Section, replace entire
[] Add Replace [ ]Remove section. .
Volume 11, Appendix Volume B, Hydrology, Appendix B, Figures Section, replace entire
[JAdd [XReplace [JRemove section. .
. Volume 11, Appendix Volume B, Hydrology, Appendix B, Tables Section, replace entire
Add

X Replace []Remove section.
BJ Add [JReplace []Remove Volume 11, Appendix Volume B, Hydrology, Appendix B, Appendicies Section, Add
Pp
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Macroinvertebrate and Fish Surveys to Determine Effects of Ehergy Development
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Introduction

Energy development in the Huntington Creek Drainage (Hydrologic Unit
#14060009) by Energy West Mining Company has led to safety concerns and a need for
increased surface facilities in Rilda Creek Canyon. Portals into the current mine would
reduce miner commutes underground and allow for multiple escape and rescue routes.
To minimize environmental impacts on Rilda Canyon, Energy West Mining Company
began an environmental assessment and the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources was
invited to discuss potential biological impacts to the canyon. In subsequent meetings it
was decided that the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources would conduct pre and post
construction macroinvertebrate and fish surveys to determine construction impacts on the
canyon and assist in the development of the environmental assessment. Fish and
invertebrate monitoring began in 2005. Construction of surface facilities in Rilda
Canyon began in April 2006 and was completed in 2008. This report concludes annual
surveys in Rilda Canyon.

Methods
Site Description and Survey Locations

Rilda Canyon Creck is a first order tributary to Huntington Creek in the San
Rafael drainage (Hydrologic Unit #14060009). At the start of this project three
macroinvertebrate sample sites were assigned to gauge construction effects. Site three is
located upstream of the construction project and acts as the control site. Sites one and
two are located downstream and will exhibit effects of the development.

Specific sites were not designated for fish sampling. Single pass electrofishing
surveys were conducted at numerous sites between the confluences with Huntington
Creek to approximately 3.5 km upstream.

Invertebrate sampling
Macroinvertebrate samples were collected from Rilda Creek on 8 June 2009 and 9

June 2009. A .09 meter” 500-micron mesh Surber sampler was used to collect
quantitative samples from the three sample sites. Two samples were collected from the
first four swift water habitats occurring upstream from the sample stations. Collected
samples were placed into a bottle and the mesh net was thoroughly rinsed to ensure that
all material and invertebrates were collected. A ten-minute qualitative sample was taken
in each habitat type (riffle, run, and pool) at each site using a 500-micron mesh D-frame
kick net. Each habitat type was sampled in proportion to its occurrence. Collected
samples were placed into a bottle and the mesh net was thoroughly rinsed to ensure that
all material and invertebrates were collected. Sample bottles were labeled and fixed with
95% ethanol.

Invertebrate sorting and processing

In the lab invertebrates were sorted from the sample and preserved in 95%
ethanol. Quantitative samples from each site were combined to produce one .72 meter®
sample. Samples were then sent to Utah State University’s National Aquatics Monitoring
Center for identification and analysis.

National Aquatics Monitoring Center (NAMC) personnel followed processing
procedures adapted from Cuffney et al. (1993). Procedures can be found outlined in




Vinson and Hawkins (1996). Identified samples were preserved in 70% ethanol and
placed in NAMC’s permanent collection. NAMC then calculated a number of metrics to
evaluate invertebrate communities at Rilda Creek (Miller 2009). Population metrics were
calculated as follows.

Total Taxa Richness: The number of unique genera or families at each station (Miller
2009).

Total Sample Abundance: The number of individuals per unit area for quantitative
samples and the number of individuals collected for qualitative samples (Miller
2009).

EPT Taxa Richness: The number of unique genera within the orders Ephemeroptera,

Plecoptera and Trichoptera (Karr and Chu 1998).

EPT Abundance: The number of individuals within the orders Ephemeroptera,
Plecoptera and Trichoptera (Karr and Chu 1998).

Percent Taxon: An assemblage largely dominated (>50%) by a single taxon or several
taxa from the same family suggests environmental stress. Habitat conditions
likely limit the number of taxa that can occur at the site (Miller 2009).

Evenness: The distribution of taxa within a sample represented by a range of zero to one.
A score of zero indicates one dominant taxonomic group exists at the site
(Ludwig and Reynolds, 1998).

Shannon’s diversity index: Describes the community structure based on the number of
unique taxa and their relative abundances (Ludwig and Reynolds, 1998).

HBI: The Hilsenhoff biotic index assigns a number between zero and ten to each
invertebrate family to rank their tolerance of organic pollution. A ranking of >9
indicates a family is tolerant of pollution and a ranking of < 1 indicates the family
is intolerant to pollution and only found in pristine environments (Hilsenhoff
1987, Hilsenhoff 1988). A mean HBI was calculated for each sample.

Feeding, habitat, and life stage: Invertebrate groups were classified by their functional
feeding groups, habitat requirements, and lifecycle length. Functional feeding groups
were identified as shredders, scrapers, collector-filterers, collector-gatherers, predators,
long-lived taxa, and clinger taxa. Taxa richness and abundances was then calculated for
each group (Miller 2009). Functional groups are as follows:

-Shredders consume vascular hydrophytes and decomposing vascular tissue and
are sensitive to changes in riparian vegetation (Miller 2009).

-Scrapers feed on periphyton and their abundances tend to increase as
sedimentation and organic pollution decreases (Miller 2009).

-Collector-filterers feed on fine suspended organic matter and are sensitive to
pollutants in water and sediment (Miller 2009).

-Collector-gatherers feed on fine organics deposited in the sediment and are
sensitive to deposited pollutants (Miller 2009).

-Predators feed on aquatic prey and are sensitive to changes in invertebrate
abundances (Miller 2009).




-Long-lived taxa are present in the system for 2-3 years and are sensitive to
habitat changes, disturbances, diminished water and water quality (Karr
and Chu 1998).

- Clinger taxa cling to rocks and are sensitive to increased sedimentation, algal
growth, and human disturbance (Karr and Chu 1998).

Electrofishing

Single pass electrofishing surveys were conducted using a battery powered
backpack electrofisher between the mouth of Rilda Creek and the flow gauge located
approximately 400 meters upstream on 9 June 2009. Encountered fish were captured,
enumerated, measured for total length, and released. Surveys were not performed
upstream of the flow gauge in 2009 due to equipment failure.

Results

Macro invertebrates

Site 1, Quantitative

Sixty two invertebrates were captured in .72 meters” at this site. The sample was
comprised of five families and eight genera. Shannon’s diversity and evenness were
estimated to be 1.15 and .55 respectively. The Hilsenhoff biotic index was 3.44 and no
taxa were considered tolerant or intolerant to pollution. Three functional feeding groups
were present in this sample. The sample was comprised of 13% shredders, 13% scrapers,
and 75% collector-gatherers.

Site 1, Qualitative

The total number of macroinvertebrates collected in a ten minute kick net sample was 40
individuals. The sample consisted of five families and seven genera. Shannon’s
diversity and evenness were estimated to be .910 and .570 respectively. The Hilsenhoff
biotic index was 3.68 and no taxa were considered tolerant or intolerant to organic
pollution. Three functional feeding groups were present in this sample. The sample was
comprised of 20% scrapers, 60% collector-gatherers and 20% predators.

Site 2, Quantitative

Sixty seven invertebrates were captured in .72 meters” at this site. The sample was
comprised of eight families and nine genera. Shannon’s diversity and evenness were
estimated to be 1.930 and .840 respectively. The Hilsenhoff biotic index was 2.82 and
species intolerant to organic pollution made up 20% of the sample. The sample
contained five functional feeding groups and was comprised of 10% shredders, 30%
scrapers, 30% collector gatherers, 20 % predators and 10% unknowns.

Site 2, Qualitative

The total number of macroinvertebrates collected in a ten minute kick net sample was 56
individuals. The sample consisted of seven families and eight genera. Shannon’s
diversity and evenness were estimated to be 1.99 and .866 respectively. The Hilsenhoff
biotic index was 1.59 and species intolerant to organic pollution made up 46% of this
sample. The sample contained five functional feeding groups and was comprised of 30%




scrapers, 10% collector filterers, 30% collector gatherers, 20 % predators and 10%
unknowns.

Site 3, Quantitative

Forty four invertebrates were captured in .72 meters” at this site. The sample was
comprised of four families and four genera. Shannon’s diversity and evenness were
estimated to be .950 and .590 respectively. The Hilsenhoff biotic index was 3.66 and
species intolerant to pollution made up 5% of the sample. The sample contained two
functional feeding groups and was comprised of 60% scrapers and 40% collector
gatherers.

Site 3, Qualitative

The total number of macroinvertebrates collected in a ten minute kick net sample was
139 and consisted of seven families and nine genera. Shannon’s diversity and evenness
were estimated to be 1.450 and .660 respectively. The Hilsenhoff biotic index was 4.81
and species intolerant to pollution made up 3% of the sample. The sample contained five
functional feeding groups and was comprised of 11% shredders, 33% scrapers, 11%
collector filterers, 33% collector gatherers and 11% predators.

Electrofishing
Ten Cutthroat trout were captured from Rilda Canyon Creek during 2009. Lengths

ranged from 111 mm to 267 mm with a mean length of 174 mm. All fish were captured
below the barrier created by the gauging station.

Discussion
Macroinvertebrates

Construction of the Rilda Canyon mine portal began in April 2006 and was
completed in 2008. Pre construction surveys conducted in 2004 and 2005 indicate that
study sites below and above the construction site remain similar enough to detect impacts
to the downstream section of stream (Vinson 2004 and Vinson 2005). Therefore only
changes that are observed at sites one and two and not observed at site three can be
attributed to portal construction.

Invertebrate densities have trended down at all three sites since the start of
surveys in Rilda Canyon (Figure 1). This is a result of the high densities encountered
during the initial surveys. Beginning in 2006 densities began trending upward. Although
declining densities were not as severe at site 3 the densities did trend down suggesting a
drainage wide impact that is not associated with the mine portal construction.

The Hilsenhoff biotic index ranges from zero to ten and assesses a family’s
tolerance to organic pollution. As the index increases the family’s pollution tolerance
increases (Hilsenhoff 1987, Hilsenhoff 1988). Quantitative samples at all three sites have
showed an increasing HBI suggesting that organic pollutants are increasing throughout
the drainage (Figure 2). Qualitative samples also show an increasing HBI at sites one and
three however site two demonstrates a declining index (Figure 3). The increasing HBIs
at sites one and three suggest that factors other than mine portal construction are
contributing to organic pollutants in Rilda Canyon.




The Ephemeroptera, Plecoptera and Trichoptera index shows conflicting results
between the qualitative and quantitative samples (Figure 4 and 5). In both samples, sites
one or two trended in the same direction as site three suggesting that changes occurring
over the study period are drainage wide and not a result of portal construction.

Evenness varied greatly between qualitative and quantitative samples (Figure 6
and 7). This is likely do to the D-frame kick nets ability to sample multiple habitat types
allowing a greater diversity of invertebrates to be collected. As with the other indices
evenness trends do not indicate impacts to the invertebrate populations caused by the
portal construction.

The number of unique genera present in each sample has declined throughout the
study (Figure 8 and 9). This decline has occurred at each site and is likely not a result of
the portal construction.

Macroinvertebrate indices and abundances have fluctuated throughout the course
of this study (Breidinger 2008, Breidinger 2007, and Walker 2005), however no trends
appear that can be related to construction or operation of the Rilda Canyon Mine Portal.
Additionally many of these fluctuations appear at all three sites.

Electrofishing
All fish captured since 2005 in Rilda Canyon Creek were captured below the

barrier created by the gauging station. The fish encountered upstream of the barrier in
2004 have not been encountered since and it is likely that this population has been
extirpated.

The number of fish encountered each year in Rilda Canyon has fluctuated
significantly through out this study. No trends have been identified that can be directly
related to the mine portal construction or operation.



Literature sited

Breidinger, K.T. 2007. Macroinvertebrate and Fish Surveys to Determine Effects of
Energy Development in Rilda Canyon. Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, Salt Lake
City, UT

Breidinger, K.T. 2008. Macroinvertebrate and Fish Surveys to Determine Effects of
Energy Development in Rilda Canyon during 2007. Utah Division of Wildlife
Resources, Salt Lake City, UT

Cuffney, T.G., M.E. Gurtz, and M.R. Meador. 1993. Guidelines for processing and
quality assurance of benthic invertebrate samples collected as part of the National Water
Quality Assessment Program. U.S. Geological Survey Open File Report 93-407.

Hilsenhoff, W.L. 1987. An improved index of organic stream pollution. The Great
Lakes Entomologist. 20:31-39.

Hillsenhoff, W.L. 1988. Rapid field assessment of organic pollution with a family level
biotic index. The Journal of the North American Benthological Society. 7:65(68).

Karr, J.R. and E'W. Chu. 1998. Restoring life in running waters; better biological
monitoring. Island Press, Washington, D.C.

Ludwig, J.A. and J.F. Reynolds. 1988. Statistical Ecology: a primer on methods and
computing. John Wiley and Sons, New York

Miller, S. 2009. Aquatic invertebrate report for samples collected by Utah Division of

Wildlife Resources. Report of US Department of Interior Bureau of Land Management
National Aquatic Monitoring Center to Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, Southeast
Region, Logan, Utah

Vinson, M.R. and C.P. Hawkins. 1996. Effects of sampling area and subsampling
procedure on comparisons of taxa richness among streams. Journal of the North
American Benthological Society 15(3): 392-399

Vinson, M.R. 2004. Aquatic invertebrate report for samples collected in Rilda Creek,
Emery County, Utah on 28 May 2004. Report of US Department of Interior Bureau of
Land Management National Aquatic Monitoring Center to Utah Division of Wildlife
Resources, Southeast Region, Logan, Utah

Vinson, M.R. 2005. Aquatic invertebrate report for samples collected in Rilda Creek,
Emery County, Utah on 16 June 2005. Report of US Department of Interior Bureau of
Land Management National Aquatic Monitoring Center to Utah Division of Wildlife
Resources, Southeast Region, Logan, Utah

Vinson, M.R. 2007 Aquatic invertebrate report for samples collected in Rilda Creek,
Emery County, Utah on 21 May 2007 and 5 June 2007. Report of US Department of




Interior Bureau of Land Management National Aquatic Monitoring Center to Utah
Division of Wildlife Resources, Southeast Region, Logan, Utah

Vinson, M.R. 2008. Aquatic invertebrate report for samples collected in Rilda Creek,
Emery County, Utah on 23 June 2008 and 24 June 2008. Report of US Department of
Interior Bureau of Land Management National Aquatic Monitoring Center to Utah
Division of Wildlife Resources, Southeast Region, Logan, Utah

Walker, C.A. 2005. Surveys conducted to determine pre-disturbance conditions prior to
surface facility development in Rilda Canyon during 2004 — 2005. Utah Division of
Wildlife Resources, Salt Lake City, UT



- - €
61G19¢cy [AASYA 14 [4
26.29¢Y L1/68Y b
8JBUIPIOOD A 9JBUIPIOOD X O)IS
*08e10A00 SJD) 100d 0} anp S[qE[IBAR 10U 21 ¢ 9)IS JOJ $9JBUIPIO0)) "8 WNIB(] ULOLIOWY YHON 0} PIOUIDJAI oq Ued pue S AL
oIk SIBUIPIOO)) 31D UOAUER)) BP[IY Ul 00T dUN[ 6 PUR OO dUn[ § PIo]]0d suoneoo] ojdures dape)jenb 10J sajeurpioo) "z dqel

STSI9EY 89868y  Yg B¢

€T8I9¢Y 1,88V J¢€ “o¢

L1819¢Y 698581 pg ‘o¢

11819¢h 698581 q¢ ‘eg €
LTST9EY LT9L8Y YT ‘BT

PES19¢EY 8T9L8Y AT

LYST9EY LE9LSY pT 9T

LSST9EY 6v9L8Y ‘9T ‘eg 4
66L79¢Y €0L68Y Ul ‘81
€0829¢Y C1L68Y J1 91

60829¢t S1L68Y PI 91

80879¢h 11,687 91 ‘Bl I
djeuIpIo0)) 2JeUIPIOO)
A X  odueg g

"€8 WNe(J UBdLISULY [HION O} PAOUSISfal oq Ued pue s JALL() 918
S9JBUIPIOO)) 991D UoAuR)) BPINY UI 6007 UN[ § PUE 00T UN[ § PId9[[0d suoneoo] ojduwes saneuenb 10J s9jeUIPIO0) °[ 9[qBL



¥ oeAre] pjnusdur) — oepriuageidoy

LS  9eare] syavg oepnoeq ervdorswoydyg

I deAIR] pndi]

8 SBAIRT DJOIIIUOUL DYIOJUY aepyndi],

1 oeAre] snydAipdnzy  oeprAmionensg

I oevAIR] QRUIIPR[OOYIIO

1 ovAIR] JRUIWOUOIIY)) oepruouoIy) e1ydiq  e10841014 ©109SU] podoyuy

6 Hnpy ®)0RUO03IO  BIR[[N]D epljouuy
PoAIdSqo  d3e)S $9193ds/snudn) ATiuure DpIO  sse[) qng sse[) wnjAyg
ToquinN  JIT /ATIueyqng

"600¢ dUn[ g U0 YOI UoAue)) epry ul [ 21s Je sojduies oAneuenb ur pajos[[0d $21EIQOIOAUL 0] SISI] JIUOUOXE], “{ 9[qBL,

vl 99°0 139 Sjjeeg sepliseq
julinuiisold seplijinuig S. 6¢l aAljejlenp
S6°0 650 8¢ sneeg aepljoeg /S 4 aAlBIILEND €
61 98°0 91 syoeq oepyeeg 8% 95 oAlE}eND
6’1 €80 9¢ einwbAuin sepiusbeydsH
9¢ sjeeg eepheeg ¢ 19 aAleuUEND 4
160 960 9¢ sijeeg seplaeg LT ot aAljejlend
Vil S0 LS sneeg sepieeg 19 29 aAneluEND L
ISTEY G ssauuaAag (uoxe] juepungy }SOW) UOXe] juepunqgy }SON  @duepunqgy adsuepunqy adA] sidweg aus
s,uouueys souepunqy 143 (2101

}o21)

uoAue)) epjly Ul 6007 dUnf  PUe 600 dUnf § PaIdA[J0d SIIGIIIAUI d1jenbe Jo sA0IpUI AJISIOAIP PUB ‘SSOUUIAL ‘Q0UBPUNQY ‘€ S[qRL



01

¢ oeare] oxzfoa epiydooeAuy  depijiydoseAny eraydoyoLry,
y  oeare] ppadosy avuijiadosy oepIpoog
L SeAre] pyua]oy BPLINOWdN e191dooold
p  ovAle] sni0adgy  oepriuaderdoy
97  oeAreT] ppnuddury  oepnuddeydoy
¥ 9BAIRT SISUapD.AO]0D pjjoundy  depijjorowoydyg
97  oeAare] syang oepnoeg
[T dearey] snjajauy sepnopowy  erdydorswaydyg
€  oeAle] avuyndi] oeprmndi, eydiq  ®084191d ©J00su] podoyry
S nnpy €1oBY003IO B[N Eplpuny
PoAIdsqo  a3els Sa103ds/snuan) Apure dpIQ  sse[D qns sse[) wn[Ayd
ToqunN  9JI] /ATIweqng
"600T 2un( § UO 1)) uoAue)) ep[ry Ul g s je sojdwues aaneinuenb ur pajos[[oo SaJeIqILIdAUL 10 SISI] JIWOUOXR], 9 J[qe],
I INCS] pjnuddur)  oepuiuogeydoy
97  oeale] siong oepnoeqg eidydorowoydyg
11 9eAIRT DPJOdLUOWL BYOOIUY oepyndi],
I oeAIRT] ORUIIPE[OOUH()  OBPIWIOUOIIYD) eydiq  ©10841914 £)09sU]
! Hnpy BNI9qo] 9BPINISQa T SOULIOJIPIqUIOL], 11B0Yy  epIufoely podorpry
PoAIdSqo  93e)s $a103ds/snuan Aue, ¥pIQ  sse[) qns sse[) wnjAyJ
oqumnN - 9] /ATIueyqng

‘600 dUn[ 6 U0 Y31 uokue)) ep[ry Ul [ o3s je sajdwes saneyjenb ur pajod[[0d s)eIqoIdAUL O] SISI] ONUOUOXE], G J[qe],



91  QeAle] pjnU3Au1) oepriuddeydoy

I OBAIRT] SISUaPD.L0]OD pjaun4  depljjerowaydyg

8¢  oeAIe] syavg oepnoeqg

I 1IN | snjajautly oepnoowry eroydorowoydyg — vjo8L1mg LAblN I epodoayry

13 nnpy B)ORYOOSIQ  BIR[PN[D epipuuy
poAIdsqo  d3els snuoJ Aure g IOpIOQ  sse[D qn§ sse[) wnjAyg
ToqunN  JI] /A[rueyqng ,

"600T dun( § U0 }2ID) uUoAue)) ep[ry ul ¢ 91s 1e sojdwres aAneInuenb ul p}od[j0d $2IBIGIMIAUI IO S)SI[ JIUOUOXE], ‘8 J[qe]

14 Hpv BLIE[[OQIN], SOYIUIW[OyAIe]d
L 9oeame] pxifoa vpydoovdyy  sepiigdooeAuy exoydoyoui],
I  oeare| ppiadosy deurados] oBpIPO[I9d
€  oeare] YU BPLINOWAN e10)doodorq
9  oeAIRT] ppuu3dury  oepruagejdoy
€  oBAIRT SISUappOojod pljauniq  Jepijjarowoydy
71 oeare] siong oepnoeqg
9]  oeAre] snjajouy oepnejowry  eidydorowoydy
I JBAIRT] oeprnuIg e1oydiq 210841914 ©J09sU] epodoryury
£ Hnpy BJORUOOSIO  BI[[PN) eprpuuy
PoAIdSqo  93els sarvads/snuan) Aqure 12pI0 sse[) qng sse[) wnjAyd
oqunN - ] /ATueyqng

'600C dun[ § UO od1) uUoAue)) ep[ry Ul g 93Is Je so[dues aAneyI[enb Ul pajod[[0d S9JeIqIUSAUIL 10] SISI| OIUIOUOXR], £ d[qel,



4!

I QeAIR pjydoovdyy  depiiydooeAyy exoydoyoury,

IT  9eareq] ppnu3Aur)

L deAreT] sepuuagdeydoy

€ QBAIRT SISUapD.0J0d ljaunig  depijerowoydg

€  deAle] syavg oepnoeq eIojdorowoydy

I JeAIRT] oeprndi,

€S orAlRT] avullnulls SeplInwIg

6  deAre] aDUIPD]O0YA0)

I deAle] ADUIUOUOATY) oBpIIIOUOIIY)) er)diq  ®j0841914 ©1093sU epodorgqry
PaAIdSqo  93e)s sSnuos Aprure PpIO  sse|) qns sse[) wnjAyq
pquuN - 9] /ATIueyqns

'600C dun[ § U0 Y921 uokue)) epiry Ul ¢ 9Jis je sojduues oAneyijenb Ul pojod[[0d SAJLIQIUIAUI 10J SISI] JIWOUOXE] “6 I[qRL



el

(6007 ISI[IA PUB 007 UOSUIA ‘£00T UOSUIA ‘ST uosuiA ) auru ag) Aq pajoeduur 2q 03 pajoadxa jou st pue [epod surw oy
Jo wreansdn pojesoy st ¢ YIS a1 UOAUR)) BP|IY UO SIYS ¢ WO PAJOSY[0D Iojour 1ad $91e1qaU0AUL JO ANSUAP pajewnsy | om3Lg

(2 eyg) oo —
(1 8YS) JBBUM o
€ NS I
Zasmm
| SNS

(€ ang) teaun —|

Jea )
6002 8002 1002 9002 5002
-0
L 0S
001 9
-]
7
<
5
s
oSl 8
o
™
®
@
3
@
g
00z




4!

"(600T 11T PUe 800
TOSHUIA ‘/ (00T UOSULA ‘GO0 UOSUIA ) JOII)) UoAue)) B[R Ul Pa3oa[od sajdures aAneinuenb 10§ Xopul 910Iq JJOYUIS[IH UL " dmM31]
1eaj

600¢ 8002 1002 9002 G002

(BARRHIUEND € SYS) JeaUl] e
(snneUEND Z 8)iS) JESUIT mam
(smegiuenD | BYS) Jesur ——
SAJEJIUEND € OUS I
aAjE}UEND Z oNS
oneuEnD | SHS

Xapu| 213019 Yoyuasiiy

Sv




Sl

"900¢ Ul sajdures dAne)I[enb WOy PIjO[[0d J0U 2IOM SOJRIqaNIdAU] ‘(6007 IST[LINL PUB 800T
UOSUIA ‘LO0T WOSUIA ‘GO0T UOSUIA) YI31) uokue)) ep[ry ul payoa[jod sojdures oAneuenb I0J Xopur 1j01q JJOYUSSIH] UBSJ € oIS

Jeaj
6002 8002 1002 9002 5002

(SAEY[END € BS) JEBUI e |
(eaneyend z s)S) Jesul e
(eAneyienD | e)g) Jeaul]e—
SAENIEND € SNS Ml
aAjelend g ons
SAENEND | O)IS Ml

Xepu| apoig JoyuesiiH




91

"(600T 21T PUB 800T UOSUIA “LOOT WOSUIA ‘S00T
UOSUlLA ) ¥991)) uoAue)) ep[ry wiol pajoafjoo sojdues saneyyuenb joj xapur eidydoydu] pue e1)dooss)q ‘viojdorowoydy f 2indig

iea)
6002 8002 2002 9002 s00z

[ (aneiueND € BYIS) Jesur) —

(sAREIIUEND Z 9YS) JEBU T e m
(emenyueny | oig) Jeaul ] wmm w.._
anelguEND € O)S M 2
SAyEjIUEND Z o)S I *

enengueny | Q_wli




*90z W sopdures aAne)ienb wox pajos[jod J0u 21oM SAIRIGIMIAU] “(600T T PUE 00T UOSUIA ‘LOOT UOSUIA
‘60T UOSTIA) ¥951) UoAue)) ep[ry Woij pajoaf[oo sejdwes sanejenb 0] xoput eaydoyou], pue e121doss|d ‘ervydorowoydy ¢ am3iyg

(eAnENEND € 8)S) Jesul] —

(eAnenenD Z 8)IS) Jeaul ] e

(eaepenD | 8)IG) Jesul e
sAjENEND € NS I
sAE)enD Z o}S |
SAJEYIEND | YIS N |

1eap

8002 1002 9002 5002

6002

% Xapu] 1d3




81

"ANJBA SSOUUIAD UB 9JB[NOJED 0) JUSISIYNS jou a1om djduies | 9)Is £ SY) WO s1oquunu jeiqajtoau] (6007 9N
pue 007 UOSUIA /(00T UOSUIA ‘GO(Z UOSUIA ) ¥99I)) UoAue)) ep[iy WOl pajos[jod sojdures aanejjuenb 10] xopur ssouudAy ‘9 amsij

(sAneIpUEND € BYS) Jesur] —
(anneluenD g s)ig) JEdUr ] ——
(smennuenp | ajg) JeSU | e
aAleyjuEND £ O}S I
aMjeueny z ais
enjenauenD | SHS I

lea)
6002 8002 1002 9002 S002

S$$OUIA]




61

*OnJRA SSOUUAAI UR 2JB[NO[D 0] JUIOLNS Jou 1M sajduies
€ 9IS pue 7 9)IS 00T ) WO} SISqUINU JJLIGILIOAU] '900T UI sojdures aanejenb woly pajod[[0d Jou dom $JeIqaUdAt] “(600T F[IVA
pue 8007 UOSUIA ‘L0 UOSUIA ‘COQOT UOSUIA ) Y991 uokue)) ep[ny woij pajos[joo sajdwes sanejnuenb 10§ Xapul sSoUUSAY “/ 2INT1]

1e9A
6002 8002 100¢ 9002 S002

(aAnEYIEND € BYS) JBAUIT e
(eAneyenD Z 2)iS) Jesul]—
(anneyenD | B)S) Jeau] —
aAfeenD € SIS
SAIEHIEND Z SIS I
sAlBlEND | 8)S =3

Ssauuaazg




0c

(600T 121N
pue 00T UOSUIA /00T UOSUIA ‘GO0T UOSUIA ) JO0ID) UoAue)) epiny WO pajodfjod sajdures aaneyuenb 10J ssouyoLl eIouar) g am3Ly]

Jeep

6002 8002 L1002 9002

§00Z

(anpemUEND € B)IS) JBBUI] e |
(anyemueND) Z aliS) JEBU|} e
(enennuenp | 8jis) Jeaul e
aAlEIUEND € OIS I
aAeluEND Z ens
aNenuenDd | sus mm|

sseuyoRy




(anney|enD z 8liS) JEBUI | ammm
(eAnENIEND) | BUS) JESUIT e
anle}i[enD € 9IS ul
aanENenD Z oNS il
BAIEIEND | SUS MM

(aAnENEND € 9YIS) Jesul] ——

-9 ut sojdwes dAnE)[Enb W0y PojosT[od 10U JI9M SAILIQILIAU] “(600T IO
pue 00z UOSUIA ‘00T UOSHIA ‘00T UOSUIA) Y321 UOAUR)) EPRY WOL PAJIA[[0d sojdues sAnepuEnb I0f SSOUYOLI RIDTSD) "6 dINTL]

L1002 9002 s002

oe

ssouyoy




PacifiCorp
Energy West Mining Company
Deer Creek Mine

C/015/0018

Amendment Update the Deer Creek Mining and
Reclamation Plan, Volume 11, North Rilda Canyon Portal
Facilities, PacifiCorp, Deer Creek Mine, C/015/0018, Emery
County, Utah.

Seven (7) Redline/Strikeout Copies — Volume 11, Appendix
Volume A, Biology Tab, Appendix D

Add Macro-Invertebrate Comprehensive Report (2004-2008)




ASSESSMENT OF PRE- AND POST-DISTURBANCE
CONDITION OF MACROINVERTEBRATES AND FISH AT
RILDA CREEK, EMERY, UTAH.

COMPREHENSIVE REPORT (2004-2008)

Prepared for:

Energy West Mining Company
P.O. Box 310
Huntington, Utah 84528

Prepared by:

Emesto de la Hoz, MS.
S.E.C

1109 Lamplighter Dr.
River Heights, Utah 84321

May 20, 2009




Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Fish and Macroinvertebrates
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

TABLE OF CONTENTS
B0 (S0 ) & O00) 014~ oL 1 SOOI PP PP PSPPI EILIR i
LISt OF TADIES c..ouveeevicvicteei ettt s e esaes s ss e s b e s n e b st s s b e e R st s s i
LSt OF FAZUIES....cueeveieniiriirieieieicree et et sss st s a SRRttt i
APPENAICES ....oovvrniiitc s Error! Bookmark not defined.
BRI €Y7 s Yo 13U 5 o)« RO OO VPP PP SIS R LTI LIIE 1
Y, (=15 Vo (S RUSUPr USSP IS PSSP SR CIEIIIY 1
2.1 SEUAY AT ...ecuereinrieiriceieteet et eesee et e s eSsEeRs s 1
2.2  Macroinvertebrate SAMPLNE........ccceruverrereireriririrene et 2
221 Data summarization...........cccececeeecveeecerecrrienneninenne Error! Bookmark not defined.
23 FASH SUIVEY ..ttt e bbb e e s e a s s 2
2.4 Data ANALYSIS......cciceieeieieieieeee e et e 3
3. ReSUILS AN DISCUSSION ...voreeeeiieeeeeeietistestee st eseeseesseesessssssesiassnasarasseastortstssassasshe s naanasanesessies 3
3.1  MaCTOINVEMEDIAtE SUMVEY......couveeerriereriersiieiesresrsise ettt st s s 3
3.1.1 Test and cONtrol Sit€ COMPATISON ......coveveuererrerirermsirsssseerertessssisasnssnsssststsssa s sasnns 3
3.1.2 Seasonal COMPATISON ........ccveerrreerurerereesesseniesrssseessssestssessas st ssss s sn st a s nn s 4
3.1.3 Year-t0-Year COMPATISOI .....c.cecereerrerrereesiisinrsassanissessesserssinssmasassessssntonsassesasisssssnistasses 5
3.2 FISH SUIVEY coeeiiiiiiee ettt s s s 6
REFEIENCES CatA .. ueeoreiieiiieiiieeee ettt ceete e s et s esteeesaessseesssnessar s as s s e s e s e e s s en e s s n e s e bb s s e e s s s e s st e 6
Li1ST OF TABLES

Table 1. Summary of sampling events and locations in Rilda Creek, Emery, UT. (2004-2008) ... 8
Table 2. UTM coordinates for macroinvertebrate sampling locations in Rilda Creek, Emery, UT.

................................................................................................................................................. 8
Table 3. Summary of macroinvertebrate surveys conducted in spring at Rilda Creek, Emery
County, Utah (2004-2008): Sit€ COMPATISOI. ......ceceeresererrrssssisesissmmssssss s 9
Table 4. Summary statistics for macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda Creek, Emery County, Utah:
SEaSONAl COMPATISON®. ........cvecevevererereriesesesesessseseresssssessassssassssser st ss bt s se bbb 11
Table 5. Summary statistics for spring macroinvertebrate surveys (2004-2008) ........cccocovieeene. 12
Table 6. Summary statistics for fall macroinvertebrate surveys (2004-2008).........cocvvvmmciinrene. 12
Table 7. Summary of selected water quality data collected at invertebrate sampling sites along
Rilda Creek during spring and fall surveys conduced from 2004 t0 2008........ccovvcreumriecens 13
Table 8. Summary of fish surveys in Rilda Creek, Emery County, Utah. 2004-2008................. 14

LiIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1. Map of Rilda Creek Canyon, Emery, Utah. Location of macroinvertebrate sampling
sites and fish survey Sampling SECHION. ....c.cccveereriiiimerieniirrererinit st 15
Figure 2. Total abundance (a), EPT taxa abundance (b), Shannon diversity (c), and Total taxa
richness (d), Hilsenhoff HBI, and Intolerant taxa abundance for spring macroinvertebrate
surveys at Rilda Creek, Emery County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white) and post-
(b1ack) CONSITUCLION. ....euvuiieiiiiitinieir et s 16




Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Fish and Macroinvertebrates
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

Figure 3. Total abundance (a,b), EPT abundance (c,d), Total richness (e,f), and EPT richness
(g,h) for sping (left figures) and fall (right figures) macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda Creek,
Emery County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white circles) and post- (black circles)
COMSITUCEION. c1vevveurereereirreesieeeeesrasessesssessessaserseeaeessatobnosesnsansaste st sest st st s s b e e b b et e s s e n s s m s 17

Figure 4. Evenness (a,b), Shannon diversity (c,d), and Simpson indexes (e,f) in Rilda Creek for
spring (left figures) and fall (right figures) macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda Creek, Emery
County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white circles) and post- (black circles) disturbance
CONAILIONS. vvevviierirereieiecreriereesteeresesrersersarereeeestestesarensseeasa st ssans st sni s b e s st e s et e s b e s s s b ne s 18

Figure 5. Abundance of intolerant taxa (a,b), number of families (c,d), and Hilsenhoff HBI (e,f)
in Rilda Creek for spring (left figures) and fall (right figures) macroinvertebrate surveys at
Rilda Creek, Emery County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white circles) and post- (black

circles) disturbance CONAItIONS. .....ccocceeueeirreriiiiiirinireere s s 19
Figure 6. Spring and fall macroinvertebrate taxa abundance by functional feeding group in Rilda

Creek (2004-2008). .....cveueeieerirririeninieieretereesseiesesae st s s e 20
APPENDIX

Taxa list for individual SAmMPIES. ... ...ccoeiiiiiniiiiiiiii i 20

i




ASSESSMENT OF PRE- AND POST-DISTURBANCE
CONDITION OF MACROINVERTEBRATES AND FISH AT
RILDA CREEK, EMERY, UTAH (2004-2008)

1. INTRODUCTION

Increases in the cost of surface mining operations, as well as the increased risk for miners caused
by long commuting distances and lack of access points for rescue activities, has lead Energy West
Mining Company to propose an additional surface development in Rilda Canyon. Such
development would involve the construction of a new portal in Rilda Canyon to provide an
additional entry into the mine, reduce the commute time and risk for the miners, and provide a
more accessible rescue site in case of accidents.

The construction of the Rilda Canyon portal facility could potentially disturb aquatic
macroinvertebrate communities and fish that occur in Rilda Creek. Energy West in cooperation
with the Division of Oil, Gas and Mining prepared environmental assessment (EA) to identify
potential negative effects and minimize potential impacts of the Rilda Canyon development on
the biota of Rilda Canyon. The Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR), the Utah Division
of Oil, Gas, and Mining, the Forest Service, and the Bureau of Land Management contributed to
the development of a comprehensive EA.

The main objective of this study is to assess potential effects of surface development disturbance
associated with mining activities on fish and the aquatic invertebrate community in Rilda Creek.
This study addresses differences between control and experimental sites, between seasons (spring
and fall), and years (pre- and post-construction). To address this objective, the UDWR Southeast
Region and contracted environmental consulting firms have conducted pre-and-post disturbance
surveys of macroinvertebrate and fish communities in Rilda Creek. Fish surveys will be used to
qualitatively assess potential changes on fish species. Pre-disturbance surveys took place during
spring and fall of 2004 and 2005. Construction of surface facilities began in April of 2006.
Post-disturbance surveys were conducted in spring and fall of 2006, 2007 and 2008.

This report includes a description of the study area, the methodology used, and results and
discussion of fish and invertebrate surveys that have been completed to date by both the UDWR

and private consultants (2004-2008). The results and discussion section of this report addresses
differences across sites, seasons, and years (pre-and-post construction).

2. METHODS
2.1 STUDY AREA

Rilda Creek is a small first-order stream tributary to Huntington Creek. This stream is located in
the San Rafael River Drainage (Hydrologic Unit #14060009) within the Manti La-Sal National
Forest. Historically, mining has been a major management activity in this area. The current Forest
Plan identifies this area as appropriate for mineral development.
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Three sampling sites were selected during a preliminary assessment at Rilda Canyon (Walker
2004). Site 1 is located near the confluence with Huntington Creek, Sites 2 and 3 are located
approximately 1.4 miles (2.3 Km) and 2.7 miles (4.3 Km), respectively, above the mouth of Rilda
Creek (Figure 1). Elevation ranges from 6,942 feet (2,116 m) at Site 1 to 7,881 feet (2,402 m) at
Site 3. Site 3 (Test Site) was located upstream from the area potentially impacted by the new
surface development and was used as a control for the spring sampling surveys. The collection of
invertebrate samples was possible at these sites during the spring surveys. However, Site 3 did
not present flow during fall surveys. An alternative sampling site was selected (Site 4) and the
third sample was collected in an area adjacent to the federally restricted zone for culinary water
use (Figure 1). This alternative site was used to compare pre- and post-construction conditions
but was not used as a control site because it is located downstream of the construction area.

This report focuses on the pre- and post-construction sampling efforts completed to date. Spring
pre-disturbance surveys were conducted on May 28, 2004 and June 16, 2005. Fall pre-
disturbance surveys were conducted on October 22, 2004 and October 19, 2005. Spring post-
disturbance surveys were completed on June 22, 2006, May 21, 2007, and 23 June, 2008. Fall
post-disturbance surveys were completed on October 21, 2006, October 12, 2007, and October 8,
2008. The same standard procedures for the collection and processing of samples were used for
all surveys. A summary of sampling events conducted to date is shown in Table 1.

2.2 MACROINVERTEBRATE SAMPLING

Two types of macroinvertebrate samples were collected. A quantitative sample was collected
using a 500 um Surber sampler (surface area=0.09 m?). Two samples were collected at the first
four fast-water habitat units encountered. All samples were combined at each site (i.e., eight
samples per site). Sampling locations were not randomly selected due to the small size of the
sampling units and low flow conditions during fall surveys. The location of the habitat units
sampled is shown in Table 2. In addition, a 10-minute (fixed-time) qualitative sample was
collected using a 500 um kick net. This sample was collected within the same reach boundaries
as sampled for the quantitative sample. All habitats within the reach were sampled in proportion
to their occurrence. Samples were processed in the field following the protocol recommended by
the National Aquatic Monitoring Center (NAMC). The material collected in each sample was
preserved using 10 percent buffered formalin. Sample processing was completed at the NAMC.
Selected habitat data was recorded at each sampling site (e.g., water temperature, pH,
conductivity). The NAMC also calculated a number of metrics (e.g., abundance, richness, and
diversity) based on taxa found in each sampling station. A description of these metrics can be
found in Cirrus (2007). This report compiles metrics calculated for all fish and aquatic
invertebrate surveys conducted along Rilda Creek from 2004 to 2008.

2.3 FISH SURVEY

As described by Walker (2005), sites were not assigned for fish sampling. A single pass
electrofishing survey was conducted from the mouth of Rilda Creek to an area approximately 3.5
km upstream. A single backpack electrofisher (Smith-Roth LR-24) was used (electrofisher
settings: 30Hz, 150 volts, 400-watt power limit). Stream conditions (i.e., flow and clarity) were
typically adequate for effective sampling. Fish collected were identified, enumerated, and
classified according to their size as young of the year (YOY), juveniles, or adults. Fish were
allowed to recover in buckets filled with stream water and subsequently released. Electrofishing
surveys were conducted prior to aquatic invertebrate sample collection.
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2.4 DATA ANALYSIS

Summaries of the metrics calculated for quantitative invertebrate samples collected in Rilda
Creek were presented in tabular and/or graphic form. The comparison between sites, seasons,
and pre-/post-construction years was based on these tabular and graphic presentations of the data.

Metrics from sites 1, 2, and 3 collected in spring sampling events were used to compare test and
control sites. The seasonal comparison was based on metrics calculated for sites 1 and 2. This
seasonal comparison did not include data from Site 3 because this site was desiccated during fall
sampling events. Due to the observed differences in invertebrate abundance and diversity
between seasons, data from spring and fall sampling events were treated independently to assess
differences across years {i.e., pre- and post-construction). Data from sites 1, 2, and 3 were used to
compare spring sampling events across years, while data from sites 1, 2, and 4 were used to
compare fall sampling events. Table 1 shows sampling events completed to date and the surveys
used to compare sites, seasons, and years.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1 MACROINVERTEBRATE SURVEY

3.1.1 TEST AND CONTROL SITE COMPARISON

Consistent with Cirrus (2006, 2007), the metrics calculated for qualitative and quantitative
samples were similar for all sites. A compilation of the metrics calculated for test and controls
sites during spring sampling events is shown in Table 3. The following discussion is based on
quantitative results.

As noted in previous surveys (e.g.,Cirrus 2007), the total and EPT invertebrate abundance tends
to increase from the uppermost site (i.e., Site 3) to the lowermost site (i.e., Site 1; Figure 2a and
2b). While this pattern appeared to be consistent for both pre and post-construction sampling
events, average total and EPT taxa abundance was higher in post-construction samples from
Sites 1, 2, and 3. Higher total and EPT abundances at the middle and lower sampling sites (i.e.,
test sites) suggests that there is more invertebrate habitat available in the lower stream reaches.
As noted by Breidinger (2007), the lower EPT abundance at the uppermost site may be caused by
higher water velocities at this site. It is also possible that reduced base flows limit invertebrate
habitat and the recruitment of invertebrates at this site.

A trend in species diversity (based on Shannon diversity index) and total taxa richness was not
observed across sites. However, the average Shannon index at Sites 1, 2 and 3 appeared to be
lower for post-construction samples than for pre-construction samples (Figure 2c). Average total
taxa richness was also lower for post-construction samples at site 1 and site 2 (Figure 2d).
Overall, the lack of noticeable differences in invertebrate diversity and taxa richness across sites
indicated that water quality conditions are similar between control and test sites.

The predominant taxa across sites, Baetidac and Heptageniidae, are both members of the
Ephemeroptera order which is generally considered sensitive to pollution. Baetidae continues to
be the predominant family at Sited 1, 2, and 3. However, an award trend in the community
dominance by this taxa was observed in post-construction samples (Table 3). Consistent with
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Cirrus (2007), results from recent surveys show that average intolerant taxa abundance is higher
at Sites 1 and 2 than at Site 3 (Figure 2¢). Average intolerant taxa abundance was higher in post-
construction samples from all sites.

The Hilsenhoff Biotic Index (HBI), which summarizes the overall pollution tolerances of the taxa
collected, suggested that slight enrichment is prevalent at all sites (Figure 2f). This index has been
used to detect nutrient enrichment, high sediment loads, low dissolved oxygen, and thermal
impacts. A consistent pattern of increasing or decreasing HBI values across sites was not
observed but it was noted that average index values were slightly higher for post-construction
samples than for pre-construction samples.

Overall, the low Hilsenhoff biotic index (HBI) values (i.e., typically below 4), the absence of
tolerant taxa in the samples collected, and the relatively higher abundance of taxa belonging to
the ephemeroptera order suggested that pollution levels in Rilda Creek were low across all test
and control sites. The macroinvertebrate assessment also indicated that stream condition during
spring surveys appear to increase slightly from upstream to downstream sites. However, the
observed increase invertebrate abundance, coupled with lower species diversity, taxa richness,
and the increasing dominance of the community by a single taxa across test and control sites
(Sites 1,2, and 3), suggest that lower water quality conditions occurred during post-construction
sampling events. Given that the control site (Site 3) is located upstream of the disturbed area
where construction activities took place, it cannot be concluded that construction activities have
lead to the observed changes in the aquatic invertebrate community. Differences in the aquatic
invertebrate community during pre and post-construction sampling events are explored and
discussed further below under the year to year comparison.

3.1.2 SEASONAL COMPARISON

Survey data from spring and fall of 2007 and 2008 support earlier findings of considerable
seasonal differences in the aquatic invertebrate fauna in Rilda Creek (Cirrus 2007). Seasonal
differences are observed in metrics calculated for spring and fall surveys conducted from 2004 to
2008. These seasonal differences are consistent across sites and years. A seasonal comparison of
summary statistics for the metrics calculated is shown in Table 4. These seasonal differences also
became apparent when comparing metrics across years {see Figures 3, 4, and 5).

Consistent with earlier reports, total and EPT abundance in samples collected during fall surveys
were typically several orders of magnitude higher than in those collected during spring. Total
abundance in spring surveys was typically below 250 invertebrates/m’, while in fall surveys
abundance exceeded 950 invertebrates/m’. Similar differences were observed in EPT abundance
across seasons. Further, the total taxa richness and the number of families are consistently higher
in fall that in spring. From 5 to 9 more families were typically observed in fall surveys than in
spring surveys. The extent of change between spring and fall measured by these metrics remains
consistent across years (Table 4).

While a consistent pattern of increasing or decreasing diversity across seasons was not observed,
the number of families found in fall samples was higher than in samples collected in spring
(Table 4; Figure 5c and 5d). As noted in Cirrus (2006), the distribution of taxa within the
invertebrate community, as measured by the evenness index, typically decreased in the fall as the
abundance of individual taxa increased. Taxa within the Ephemeroptera order (e.g., Baetidae and
Heptageniidae) were the dominant taxa during both seasons but their abundance was substantially
higher in the fall than in spring. The availability of more suitable invertebrate habitat could
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explain the increase in the number of families, total richness, EPT richness, and the increase in
both tolerant and intolerant taxa abundance during fall.

It is likely that observed seasonal differences in the aquatic invertebrate community is related to
natural disturbances to the stream ecosystem. In general, variation in flow (floods to desiccation)
is the major cause of natural disturbance in streams and leads to large, often temporary reductions
in insect abundance and diversity (Thorp and Covish 2001). The observed cycles of increased and
decreased abundance and richness across seasons in Rilda Creek may reflect natural history
strategies of aquatic invertebrates that are adapted to large variations in stream flow conditions.

Substantial differences in organic enrichment across seasons were not observed. The Hilsenhoff
biotic index (HBI) was typically between 2 and 4, indicating that Rilda Creek could be considered
slightly enriched. The number of tolerant taxa in fall surveys indicated that while there may be
more habitat available during this time of the year, water quality conditions likely decrease.

As Cirrus (2006) pointed out, the observed differences in invertebrate community composition
between spring and fall may not be linked to differences in water quality but rather to stream flow
and habitat conditions. Invertebrate community differences observed across sites may be
associated with seasonal changes in flow. These changes in flow conditions could also be
associated with the differences in invertebrate communities observed across seasons. High spring
runoff flows may function as discrete events that disrupt aquatic invertebrate populations leading
to the observed seasonal oscillations in invertebrate abundance and richness. As flow conditions
decrease and stabilize through summer and fall, some invertebrate taxa may re-colonize the
stream while the abundance of other taxa (e.g., Baetidae) increases.

3.1.3 YEAR-TO-YEAR COMPARISON

Bi-annual surveys conducted from 2004 to 2008 suggested that while noticeable changes in the
aquatic invertebrate community were not observed post-construction, there are some differences
in metrics based on pre and post-construction aquatic invertebrate samples that should be noted.
Summary statistics for annual spring and fall surveys are shown in Table 6 and Table 7,
respectively. Graphic presentations of these metrics are shown in Figures 3, 4, and 5.

As noted above, given the differences in the aquatic invertebrate community across seasons,
differences across years were assessed separately for spring and fall surveys. Average total
abundance in spring surveys were substantially higher in 2006 and 2008 than in pre-construction
surveys (Figure 3a). Conversely, mean total abundance in fall samples were lower in 2007 and
2008 than in pre-construction surveys (Figure 3b). Similar differences were also observed in EPT
abundance for both spring and fall surveys (Figures 3c and 3d). Changes between pre and post-
construction total taxa richness were not observed (Figure 3e and 3f). However, while no
differences were observed in EPT richness in fall pre and post-construction samples (Figure 3g),
a downward trend in average EPT richness in post-construction samples was observed with the
lowest mean EPT richness values occurring in 2008 (Figure 3h).

In terms of species diversity, pre-and-post construction differences in the taxa evenness index
were not observed in spring (Figure 4a) or fall samples (Figure 4b). However, as noted above
under the Test and Control site comparison, the percentage of dominant taxa was typically higher
in post-construction than in pre-construction samples. The cause of this increase in dominance by
a single taxa is not known given that it was observed in both test and control sites (Table 3).
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Further, while no obvious annual differences in diversity metrics (i.e., Shannon index- Figure 4c¢-
4d and Simpson index- Figure 4e-4f) were noted, Shannon index values appeared lower in post-
construction spring samples, particularly in 2008 (Figure 4c).

Substantial differences were not observed in the mean abundance of intolerant taxa, number of
families, and Hilsenhoff HBI across pre-and-post construction surveys (Figure 5). Overall,
differences in the aquatic invertebrate community that could reveal a decline in water quality
resulting from construction activities in Rilda Canyon were not evident. In addition, while there
was variability in the composition of the aquatic invertebrate community across years, the lack of
noticeable changes in the proportions of functional feeding groups across pre-and-post
construction surveys also suggested that comparable conditions of invertebrate habitat and water
quality occurred before and after construction (Figure 6).

Overall, results of spring and fall surveys conducted to date suggest that the aquatic invertebrate
community has not changed drastically following construction activities in Rilda Canyon and
suggests that water quality conditions have remained stable after construction began. Observed
differences cannot be associated to construction activities given that they occurred at all sites,
including the control site located upstream of the construction area. This is also consistent with
findings reported by Breidinger (2008).

3.2 FISH SURVEY

A summary of the qualitative fish surveys conducted to date is shown in Table 8. As noted in
previous reports, the only two fish species that have been observed along Rilda Creek are brown
trout (Salmo trutta) and cutthroat trout (Oncorhynchus clarki). Fish sampling efforts in fall of
2008 resulted in the capture of 50 cutthroat trout and 2 brown trout. The qualitative survey
conducted in fall of 2008 suggests that cutthroat trout continues to be the dominant species. Most
of the cutthroat trout observed over 100 mm in total length; 14 were less than 100 mm, and a total
of 8 young of the year were observed. The presence of these young fish suggests that natural
reproduction continues to occur along low to middle reaches of Rilda Creek. This also suggests
that water quality and fish habitat conditions have not declined substantially since construction
activities began. The observed variability in numbers of fish captured could be the result of
variations in sampling effort and/or due to natural variability annual fish recruitment. Overall, and
as noted in previous reports, no fish were observed above the concrete structure located
downstream of the road crossing in Rilda Canyon during the 2008 fall surveys (Figure 1).
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Table 1. Summary of sampling events and locations in Rilda Creek, Emery, UT. (2004-2008)

Pre-disturbance Post-disturbance
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Site 28-May | 22-Oct | 16-Jun | 19-Oct 22-Jun 21-Oct 21-May 12-Oct 23-Jun 8-Oct
Site 1 X be Xbe X&be X5 X*be Xbe X®be Xbe xhe X>e
Site 2 Xa,b,c Xb.c Xa,b,c Xb_.c Xa.b,c Xb.c Xa,b,c Xb.c Xa.b,c Xb.c
Site 3 X®c ) G X®¢ X*¢ X=<
Site 4° X X¢ X© X© X©

2 Data used to assess differences between control and test sites.

® Data used to assess differences between seasons (i.e., spring and fall).
° Data used to assess differences between years (i.e., pre-disturbance: 2004- 2005, and post-disturbance: 2006-2008).

d Gite 4 was selected as an additional sampling site for the fall surveys given that no flow conditions were present at Site 3
during this time.

Table 2. UTM coordinates for macroinvertebrate sampling locations in Rilda

Creek, Emery, UT.
Site Samples UTM X* UTM Y*
la, 1b 489769 4362610
) lc,1d 489771 4362548
le,1f 489764 4362562
lg, 1h 489727 4362522
2a,2b 487709 4361324
5 2c,2d 487637 4361290
2e,2f 487520 4361329
2g,2h 487467 4361330
3a,3b 485904 4361789
3 3c,3d 485856 4361774
3f,3g 485818 4361876
3g,3h 485818 4361876
4a,4b 487093 4361288
4 4c,4d 487122 4361293
4f,4g 487113 4361280
4g,4h 487096 4361279
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® Site 4 was selected as an additional sampling site for the fall surveys given that no flow conditions were present at

Site 3 during this time.
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Table 4. Summary statistics for macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda Creek, Emery
County, Utah: Seasonal comparison®.
Year 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Season | Spring | Fall | Spring ] Fall | Spring } Fall Spring l Fall Spring I Fall
Total abundance (number/m2)
Mean 109 1700 37 2607 227 2965 158 1118 124 991
SD 13 179 16 1036 26 332 59 765 75 759
EPT abundance (number/m?2)
Mean 67 1243 28 2347 218 2628 121 1014 109 8§78
SD 1 263 15 1042 23 205 28 671 71 682
‘ Total taxa richness
Mean 14 32 10 26 12 29 15 24 10 24
Sb 1 3 3 2 2 1 4 6 0 5
Number of families
Mean 10 18 7 16 10 16 11 16 8 17
SD 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 4 1 4
Shannon diversity
Mean 1.97 2.06 1.97 1.3 1.55 1.86 1.92 1.59 1.54 1.6
. SD 0.01 0.04 0.2 0 | 0.25 0.06 0.46 0.15 0.16 0.54
Simpson diversity
Mean 0.19 0.24 0.15 0.52 0.29 0.31 0.24 0.36 0.3 0.36
SD 0 0.02 0.02 0.07 0.05 0.01 0.14 0.11 0 0.13
Evenness
Mean 0.7 0.49- 0.9 0.35 0.66 0.4 0.63 0.48 0.64 0.5
SD 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.05 0 0.18 0.15 | 0.12 0.14
Hilsenhoff HBI"
Mean 2.59 4 2.9 3.82 341 3.38 3.19 3.48 3.24
SD 0.19 0.5 0.23 0.23 0.21 0.23 0.98 0.37 0.6 0
Intolerant taxa abundance (number/m2) ‘
Mean 10 260 5 240 45 732 33 188 22 235
SD 10 227 0 228 13 247 30 28 4 207
Tolerant taxa abundance (number/m2)
Mean 0 2 0 1.5 0 34 0 22 0 2
SD 0 2.8 0 2.1 0 17 0 30
2 Based on spring and fall data collected from 2004 to 2008.
b Hilsenhoff Biotic Index (HBI) values of 0-2 are considered clean, 2-4 slightly enriched, 4-7 enriched, and 7-10
polluted.
10
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Table 5. Summary statistics for spring macroinvertebrate surveys (2004-2008)

Mean Values (Spring surveys)

2 » = G 2 =]
] 8 g g s E @ £ 22> g 2 2 =
= = ‘= - -

Year =& | =& S = g e s - E Sz S 3 q:,; -
s -E & 2 . < 3 % s =% = 3 &5 £ =4
eS| ®E| = f TEE | B | % Sz | Ez | 8 £

[
|72 T | g |25 |25 | S | PR | "R 2| &
= = < < Z =
2004 Avg 97 59 13 7 7 0 9 1.87 0.22 0.66 2.84
SE 15.97 9.60 1.08 2.04 6.16 0 0.71 0.12 0.04 0.04 0.33
2005 Avg 34 25 10 6 4 0 6 199 | 0.15] 090 2.63
SE 8.60 8.03 1.41 1.08 0.82 0 0.71 0.10 0.01 0.02 0.35
2006 Av 204 183 12 7 32 0 10 1.61 0.28 0.66 3.67
SE 30.14 44.33 1.47 0.41 16.77 0 1.41 0.15 003 0.03 0.34
2007 Avg 104 73 11 5 29 0 8 1.75 0.19 0.76 2.59
SE 95.50 68.50 4.64 4.00 25.00 0 4.00 0.50 005] - 0.13 0.09
2008 Avg 177 159 10 4 24 0 8 1.43 0.30 0.72 3.66
SE 38.19 36.34 0.41 0.71 6.96 0 0.41 0.25 0.11 0.10 0.33
Table 6. Summary statistics for fall macroinvertebrate surveys (2004-2008)
Mean Values (Fall surveys)
g bt o £ 2
E 08 85| 8 | 8| 8| &% , | F
< £ £ = 8 - 2
Year £ E S = g = g E E ¢ @ s =
2 = y 2 < 5 = = = 8 = = =
2 2 & & < & s 8 = g2 b S
< < - g5 £ & 3 S = = > =
— E = 2 = 3 @ 3 2 na = H
£ e e B 2 ] £e S g 2
2004 Avg 2076 1588 33 17 740 2.67 17 2.02 0.26 0.44 3.45
SE 470 443 2.16 1.63 600 1.63 1.22 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.71
2005 Avg | 2725 2316 25 14 312 2.33 15 1.47 0.45 0.39 3.85
SE 538 522 1.08 0.82 145 1.47 1.08 0.21 0.1 0.06 0.12
2006 Av 2292 1977 29 16 613 27 16 2.08 0.26 0.45 3.19
SE 841 804 0.82 0.41 190 12 1.08 0.26 0.07 0.06 0.26
2007Avg 1181 988 28 13 185 20 17 1.8 0.32 0.45 3.37
SE 390 337 6.01 1.22 14 15 2.68 0.27 0.08 | 0.08 0.23
2008 Av 1116 967 26 11 275 3 17 1.75 0.31 " 0.54 0.39:
SE 409 358 3.63 2.16 115 2.16 2.04 0.34 0.09 0.08 0.10

11




Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

Table 7. Summary of selected water quality data collected at invertebrate
sampling sites along Rilda Creek during spring and fall surveys conducted

from 2004 to 2008.
. Temperature Conductivi Dissolved oxygen

Site Date g, 0) (uS/sec) ty (%) e pH
1 28-May-04 7.9 39 92.7 8.51
1 22-Oct-04 8.7 512 85.8 8.7
1 16-Jun-05 9.7 37 90.8 8.58
1 19-Oct-05 5.5 507 83.3 8.52
1 14-Jun-06 8.6 38 NA 7.68
1 21-Oct-06 4.7 726 98 8.08
1 21-May-07 8.3 39 80.6 9.34
1 12-Oct-07 4 702 NA 8.9
1 23-Jun-08 NA NA NA NA
1 8-Oct-08 5.5 1048 82.5 9
2 28-May-04 7.1 39 89.6 8.51
2 22-Oct-04 8.6 582 84.5 8.58
2 16-Jun-05 8.4 38 87 8.85
2 19-Oct-05 7.3 571 85.2 8.48
2 14-Jun-06 9.6 38 86 9.12
2 21-Oct-06 4.4 657 NA 8.07
2 21-May-07 6.7 38 80.2 . 9.22
2 12-Oct-07 8 734 91 8.8
2 23-Jun-08 NA NA NA NA
2 8-Oct-08 8 739 78.6 8.7
3 28-May-04 5 41 89.4 8.55
3 16-Jun-05 9.3 37 86.3 8.64
3 14-Jun-06 11.5 37 78.3 9.38
3 17-May-07 4.6 42 NA 13.14
3 23-Jun-08 NA NA NA NA
4 22-Oct-04 7.4 580 81.2 7.86
4 19-Oct-05 7.5 585 83.5 8.09
4 21-Oct-06 5.8 603 81.3 7.63
4 12-Oct-07 7 606 85 8.4
4 8-Oct-08 9 669 - 86.7 8.2
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Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

Table 8. Summary of fish surveys in Rilda Creek, Emery County, Utah. 2004-2008.

Date Species Number Comments
observed
4-Jun- .
(J):n Cutthroat trout 20 UDWR survey. Larger fish (100-250 mm) captured in lower reaches. YOY
Brown trout 1 (<100mm) captured throughout the section. No fish observed above road crossing.
22-Oct- | Cutthroat trout 56 Cirrus Survey. Larger fish (40: 100-250 mm) captured mainly in lower and middle
04 reaches of the sections surveyed. 26 fish less than 100 mm (including 9 YOY) were
Brown trout 1 captured throughout the section. No fish observed above the road crossing.
16-Jun- | Cutthroat trout 1
05 UDWR survey. No fish observed due to high flow conditions.
Brown trout 0
19-Oct- | Cutthroat trout 37 Cirrus survey. Larger fish (15: 100-250 mm) captured mainly in lower and middle
05 reaches of the sections surveyed. 22 fish less than 100 mm (including 16 YOY)
Brown trout 0 were captured throughout the section. No fish observed above the concrete
structure.
14-Jun- | Cutthroat trout 10 UDWR survey. Seven fish with lengths from 100 to 250 mm and 3 fish with less
06 than 100 mm were captured. Three fish were longer than 200mm. All fish were
Brown trout 0 captured below the concrete structure.
20-Oct- | Cutthroat trout 27 Cirrus survey. Larger fish (12: 100-250 mm) captured mainly in lower and middle
06 reaches of the sections surveyed. 15 fish less than 100 mm (including 7 YOY) were
Brown trout 0 captured throughout the section. No fish observed above the concrete structure.
2. Cutthroat trout 6 UDWR survey. Six cutthroat trout and one brown trout Salmo trutta were captured
during electrofishing surveys. All fish measured over 100mm and four exceeded
May-07 A . . .
Brown trout 1 200mm. No young of year were captured during this sampling.
S.E.C. survey. Larger fish (22; 100-250) were captured in lower to middle reaches
£ the section surveyed. 13 fish with total length less than 100mm were captured
Cutthroat trout 0 Y g p
uttroat trow 88 throughout the section surveyed. 53 YOY were also captured throughout this
13-Oct- section. No fish were observed above the concrete structure.
07
S.E.C. survey. 5 brown trout with total length less than 100mm and 2 with length
Brown trout 7 greater than 250mm were observed in lower to middle reaches of the section
surveyed. No fish were observed above the concrete structure.
Cutthroat trout 0 UDWR Survey.
23-Jun-
08 Brown trout 1 UDWR survey. One fish with 132 mm in total length. This fish was captured
below the concrete structure.
S.E.C. survey. Larger fish (33: 100-250mm) were observed in lower to middle
reaches of the section surveyed. 14 fish with total length less than 100mm were
Cutthroat trout 50 captured throughout the section surveyed. 3 YOY were also captured throughout
8-Oct- this section, and 5 YOY were observed. No fish were observed above the concrete
structure.
08
S.E.C. survey. 2 brown trout with total length greater than 250mm were observed
Brown trout 2 in lower to middle reaches of the section surveyed. No fish were observed above

the concrete structure.
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Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).
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Figure 1. Map of Rilda Creek Canyon, Emery, Utah. Location of macroinvertebrate sampling sites
and fish survey sampling section.
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Figure 2. Total abundance (a), EPT taxa abundance (b), Shannon diversity (c), and Total taxa
richness (d), Hilsenhoff HBI, and Intolerant taxa abundance for spring macroinvertebrate surveys at
Rilda Creek, Emery County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white) and post- (black) construction.
Bars or circles represent the mean. Lines show standard errors.
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Figure 3. Total abundance (a,b), EPT abundance (c,d), Total richness (e,f), and EPT richness (g,h)
for spring (left figures) and fall (right figures) macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda Creek, Emery
County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white circles) and post- (black circles) construction. Circles
represent the mean. Lines show standard errors. ‘
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Figure 4. Evenness (a,b), Shannon diversity (c,d), and Simpson indexes (e,f) in Rilda Creek for
spring (left figures) and fall (right figures) macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda Creek, Emery
County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white circles) and post- (black circles) disturbance
conditions. Circles represent the mean. Lines show standard errors.
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Figure 5. Abundance of intolerant taxa (a,b), number of families (c,d), and Hilsenhoff HBI (e,f) in
Rilda Creek for spring (left figures) and fall (right figures) macroinvertebrate surveys at Rilda
Creek, Emery County, Utah, conducted during pre- (white circles) and post- (black circles)
disturbance conditions. Circles represent the mean. Lines show standard errors.
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Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

axonomic list and densities of aquatic invertebrates identified and retained from a sample collected October 8, 2008
station RC1, Rilda Creek, Emery county, Utah. The sample was collected from riffle habitat using a surber net.

The total area sampled was 0.093 square meters. The percentage of the sample that was identified and retained was

75% of the collected sample.

A total of 857 individuals were removed, identified and retained. The sample

identification number is 135006. OTU=operational taxonomic unit. Notes - identification to genus or species was not
supported because: | - immature organisms, D- damaged organisms, M - poor slide mount, G - gender, U - indistinct
characters or distribution, R - retained in our reference collection.

Order Family Subfamily/Genus/Species Life Stage Density Notes
Phylum: Annelida
Class: Clitellata SubClass: Oligochaeta
aduit 57.41
Phylum: Arthropoda
Class: Arachnida SubClass:
Acariformes Sperchonidae Sperchon aduit 71.76
Prostigmata
Class: . Insecta SubClass:
Coleoptera Curculionidae aduit 14.35
Coleoptera Elmidae Optioservus quadrimaculatus adult 14.35
Diptera Chironomidae pupae 43.05
Diptera Chironomidae Chironominae larvae 86.11
Diptera Nematocera  Chironomidae Orthocladiinae larvae 373.14
Diptera Empididae Chelifera larvae 14.35
Diptera Simuliidae Simulium larvae 423.37
Diptera Tipulidae Antocha monticola larvae 14.35
Diptera Tipulidae Tipula larvae 168.63
. Ephemeroptera Baetidae Baetis larvae 7502.31
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae Cinygmula larvae 71.76
Plecoptera Capniidae larvae 3006.66 LOU
Plecoptera Nemouridae Zapada cinctipes larvae 10.76 ‘
Plecoptera Perlodidae Isoperla larvae 100.46
Trichoptera Limnephilidae larvae 71.76 |
Trichoptera Limnephilidae Limnephilinae Limnephilini Hesperophylax larvae 39.47
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila vofixa group larvae 28.70
Phylum: Platyhelminthes
Class: Turbellaria SubClass:
adult 57.41
Total: OTU Taxa: 20 Genera: 12 Families: 15 12170.17




Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

axonomic list and densities of aquatic invertebrates identified and retained from a sample collected October 8, 2008
‘t station RC1, Rilda Creek, Emery county, Utah. The sample was collected from multiple habitat using a kick net.
The total area sampled was 1.000 square meters. The percentage of the sample that was identified and retained was
56% of the collected sample. A total of 622 individuals were removed, identified and retained. The sample
identification number is 135007. OTU=operational taxonomic unit. Notes - identification to genus or species was not
supported because: | - immature organisms, D- damaged organisms, M - poor slide mount, G - gender, U - indistinct
characters or distribution, R - retained in our reference collection.

Order Family Subfamily/Genus/Species Life Stage Density Notes
Phylum: Arthropoda
Class: Arachnida SubClass: .
Acariformes Lebertiidae Lebertia adult 6.00
Prostigmata
Acariformes Sperchonidae Sperchon adult 7.00
Prostigmata
Class: Insecta SubClass:
Coleoptera Dytiscidae Oreodytes adult 1.00
Coleoptera Eimidae Optioservus divergens/pecosensis adult 1.00
Coleoptera Hydrophilidae Ametor ) adult 1.00
Diptera Ceratopogonidae larvae 1.00 U
Diptera Chironomidae pupae 3.00
Diptera Chironomidae Chironominae larvae 4.00
Diptera Nematocera  Chironomidae Orthocladiinae larvae 19.00
Diptera Chironomidae Tanypodinae larvae 4.00
Diptera Empididae Chelifera larvae 4.00
Diptera Simuliidae Simulium larvae 4.00
Diptera Tipulidae Antocha monticola larvae 16.00
Diptera Tipulidae Dicranota larvae 1.00
Diptera Nematocera Tipulidae Limoniinae Hexatomini Limnophila larvae 2.00
Diptera Tipulidae Ormosia larvae 1.00
Diptera Tipulidae Tipula larvae 22.00
Ephemeroptera Ameletidae Ameletus larvae 2.00
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Baetis larvae 267.00
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Diphetor hageni larvae 6.00
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae larvae 5.00 ,D
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae Cinygmula larvae 4.00
Plecoptera Capniidae larvae 191.00 LUD
Plecoptera Perlodidae larvae 13.00 |
Plecoptera Perlodidae Isoperia larvae 14.00
Plecoptera Taeniopterygidae Taenionema larvae ©1.00
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae larvae 3.00 |
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae Hydropsyche larvae 1.00
Trichoptera Limnephilidae larvae 9.00 |
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila vofixa group larvae 5.00
Phylum: Platyheiminthes
Class: Turbellaria SubClass:
adult 4.00
Total: OTUTaxa: 31 Genera: 20 Families : 20 622.00
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Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

axonomic list and densities of aquatic invertebrates identified and retained from a sample collected October 8, 2008

t station RC2, Rilda Creek, Emery county, Utah. The sample was collected from riffle habitat using a surber net.
The total area sampled was 0.093 square meters. The percentage of the sample that was identified and retained was
100% of the collected sample. A total of 336 individuals were removed, identified and retained. The sample
identification number is 135008. OTU=operational taxonomic unit. Notes - identification to genus or species was not
spported because: | - immature organisms, D- damaged organisms, M - poor-slide mount, G - gender, U - indistint
characters or distribution, R - retained in our reference collection.

Order Family Subfamily/Genus/Species Life Stage Density -~ Notes
Phylum: Arthropoda
Class: Arachnida SubClass:
Acariformes Lebertiidae Lebertia ) adult 43.05
Prostigmata
Acariformes Sperchonidae Sperchon adult - 21.53
Prostigmata
Class: Insecta SubClass:
Coleoptera Elmidae - Optioservus larvae 10.76
Coleoptera Eimidae Optioservus quadrimaculatus ' adult 10.76
Coleoptera Hydrophilidae Ametor adult 10.76
Diptera Chironomidae ‘Chironominae larvae 10.76
Diptera Nematocera  Chironomidae Orthocladiinae larvae 32.29
Diptera Chironomidae Tanypodinae larvae 10.76
Diptera Empididae Chelifera ) larvae 10.76
Diptera Empididae Clinocera - larvae 10.76
Diptera Psychodidae Pericoma : larvae 32.29
Diptera Simuliidae Simulium larvae 21.53
Diptera Tipulidae Antocha monticola larvae 21.53
. Diptera Nematocera  Tipulidae Limoniinae Hexatomini Limnophila larvae 32.29
Diptera Tipulidae Tipula . larvae 193.756
Ephemeroptera Ameletidae Ameletus larvae 21.53
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Baetis larvae 1786.78
Ephemeroptera Ephemerellidae larvae 21.53 |
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae larvae 129.16 |
Ephemeroptera Leptophlebiidae larvae 10.76 |
Plecoptera Capniidae larvae 333.68 LU
Plecoptera Nemouridae Zapada larvae 21.53 1,D
Plecoptera Periodidae ) larvae 161.46 |
Plecoptera Perlodidae Isoperia larvae 247.57
Trichoptera Limnephilidae larvae 75.35 |
Trichoptera Limnephilidae Limnephilinae Limnephilini Hesperophylax © - larvae 10.76
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila vofixa group: larvae 322.91
Total: OTUTaxa: 27 Genera: 18 Families: 19 3616.61
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Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

axonomic list and densities of aquatic invertebrates identified and retained from a sample collected October 8, 2008
station RC2, Rilda Creek, Emery county, Utah. The sample was collected from multiple habitat using a kick net.
The total area sampled was 1.000 square meters. The percentage of the sample that was identified and retained was
50% of the collected sample. A total of 731 individuals were removed, identified and retained. The sample
identification number is 135009. OTU=operational taxonomic unit. Notes - identification to genus or species was not
spported because: | - immature organisms, D- damaged organisms, M - poor slide mount, G - gender, U - indistint
characters or distribution, R - retained in our reference collection.

Order Family Subfamily/Genus/Species Life Stage Density Notes
Phylum: Annelida
Class: Clitellata SubClass: Oligochaeta
adult 1.00
Phylum: Arthropoda
Class: Arachnida SubClass:
Acariformes adult 3.00 U
Prostigmata
Acariformes Lebertiidae Lebertia adult 1.00
Prostigmata
Acariformes Sperchonidae Sperchon adult 1.00
Prostigmata
Class: Entognatha SubClass:
Collembola adult 1.00
Class: Insecta SubClass:
Coleoptera Elmidae larvae 2.00. |
Diptera Chironomidae Chironominae larvae 13.00
Diptera Nematocera  Chironomidae Orthocladiinae larvae 4.00
Diptera Chironomidae Tanypodinae larvae 47.00
. Diptera Empididae Chelifera larvae 9.00
Diptera Psychodidae Pericoma larvae 4.00
Diptera Simuliidae Simulium larvae 1.00
Diptera Tipulidae larvae 1.00 |
Diptera Tipulidae Antocha monticola larvae 1.00
Diptera Tipulidae Dicranota larvae 1.00
Diptera Nematocera  Tipulidae Limoniinae Hexatomini Limnophila larvae 6.00
Diptera Tipulidae Tipula larvae 6.00
Ephemeroptera Ameletidae Ameletus larvae 2:00
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Baetis larvae 222.00
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Diphetor hageni larvae 16.00
Ephemeroptera Ephemerellidae larvae 13.00 1
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae larvae 3.00 I
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae Cinygmula larvae 44.00
Ephemeroptera Leptophlebiidae Paraleptophlebia larvae 2.00
Plecoptera Capniidae larvae 96.00 |
Plecoptera Chloroperlidae larvae 2.00 |
Plecoptera Nemouridae Zapada larvae 13.00 |
Plecoptera Perlodidae larvae 8.00 1
Plecoptera Perlodidae Isoperia larvae 22.00
Trichoptera Limnephilidae larvae 3.00
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila larvae 4.00 1
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila vofixa group larvae 21.00
Class: Ostracoda SubClass:
aduit 100.00
Phylum: Nemata
Class: SubClass:
adult 2.00
.1ylum: Platyhelminthes
Class: Turbellaria SubClass:
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adult 56.00

Total:

OTU Taxa :

35 Genera: 18 Families: 20 731.00




Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish
at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

‘(onomic list and densities of aquatic invertebrates identified and retained from a sample collected October 8, 2008 at station

3, Rilda Creek, Emery county, Utah. The sample was collected from riffle habitat using a surber net. The total area sampled

was 0.093 square meters. The percentage of the sample that was identified and retained was 63% of the collected sample. A
total of 635 individuals were removed, identified and retained. The sample identification number is 135010. OTU=operational
taxonomic unit. Notes - identification to genus or species was not spported because: | - immature organisms, D- damaged
organisms, M - poor slide mount, G - gender, U - indistint characters or distribution, R - retained in our reference collection.

Order Family Subfamily/Genus/Species Life Stage Density Notes
Phylum: Arthropoda
Class: Arachnida SubClass:
Acariformes Lebertiidae Lebertia adult 34.44
Prostigmata
Acariformes Sperchonidae Sperchon adult 17.22
Prostigmata
Class: Insecta SubClass:
Coleoptera Elmidae Narpus concolor larvae 17.22
Coleoptera Elmidae Optioservus larvae 17.22
Coleoptera Elmidae Optioservus divergens/pecosensis adult 17.22
Coleoptera Elmidae Optioservus quadrimaculatus adult 258.33
Coleoptera Scirtidae Elodes larvae 17.22
Diptera Chironomidae Chironominae larvae 17.22
Diptera Nematocera ~ Chironomidae Orthocladiinae larvae 723.32
Diptera Chironomidae Tanypodinae larvae 258.33
Diptera Empididae Chelifera larvae 34.44
Diptera Psychodidae Pericoma larvae 51.67
Diptera Tipulidae Dicranota larvae 51.67
Diptera Nematocera  Tipulidae Limoniinae Hexatomini Limnophila larvae 17.22
Diptera Tipulidae Ommosia larvae 34.44
Diptera Tipulidae Tipula larvae 182.98
Ephemeroptera Ameletidae Ameletus larvae 86.11
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Baetis larvae 4075.14
Ephemeroptera Ephemerellidae larvae 34.44 I
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae Cinygmula larvae 1567.20
Plecoptera Capniidae larvae 2014.97 LU
Plecoptera Leuctridae larvae 17.22 |
Plecoptera Nemouridae Zapada cinctipes larvae 68.89
Plecoptera Periodidae Isoperia larvae 103.33
Plecoptera Perlodidae Megarcys signata larvae 34.44
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae larvae 103.33 l
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae Parapsyche elsis larvae 165.76
Trichoptera Limnephilidae larvae 182.98 |
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila larvae 51.67
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila vofixa group larvae 628.60
Total: OTUTaxa: 30 Genera: 22 Families : 19 10884.26
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Assessment of Pre- and Post-Disturbance Condition of Macroinvertebrates and Fish

at Rilda Creek, Emery, Utah (2004-2008).

Taxonomic list and densities of aquatic invertebrates identified and retained from a sample collected October 8,
2008 at station RC3, Rilda Creek, Emery county, Utah. The sample was collected from multiple habitat using a
kick net. The total area sampled was 1.000 square meters. The percentage of the sample that was identified and

retained was 38% of the collected sample. A total of 675 individuals were removed, identified and retained. The

sample identification number is 135011.

OTU=operational taxonomic unit. Notes - identification to genus or

species was not spported because: | - immature organisms, D- damaged organisms, M - poor slide mount, G-

gender, U - indistint characters or distribution, R - retained in our reference collection.

Order Family Subfamily/Genus/Species Life_Stage Density Notes
Phylum: Arthropoda
Class: Arachnida SubClass:
Acariformes Lebertiidae Lebertia adult 2.00
Prostigmata
Class: Insecta SubClass:
| Coleoptera Elmidae Optioservus quadrimaculatus adult 2.00
| Coleoptera Scirtidae Elodes larvae 1.00
| Diptera Chironomidae Chironominae larvae 8.00
Diptera Nematocera  Chironomidae Orthocladiinae larvae 111.00
Diptera Chironomidae Tanypodinae larvae 68.00
Diptera Empididae Chelifera {arvae 2.00
Diptera Psychodidae Pericoma - larvae 5.00
Diptera Nematocera  Tipulidae Limoniinae Hexatomini Limnophila larvae 1.00
Diptera Tipulidae Ormosia larvae 2.00
Diptera Tipulidae Tipula larvae 9.00
Ephemeroptera Ameletidae Ameletus larvae 2.00
Ephemeroptera Baetidae Baetis larvae 206.00
. Ephemeroptera Baetidae Diphetor hageni larvae 11.00
Ephemeroptera Ephemerellidae larvae 15.00 ) 1
Ephemeroptera Heptageniidae Cinygmula larvae 98.00
Ephemeroptera Leptophlebiidae Paraleptophlebia larvae 1.00
Plecoptera Capniidae larvae 104.00 |
Plecoptera Nemouridae Zapada larvae 6.00 1
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae Parapsyche elsis larvae 7.00
Trichoptera Limnephilidae larvae 1.00 |
Trichoptera Limnephilidae - Limnephilinae Limnephilini Hesperophylax larvae 1.00
Trichoptera Rhyacophilidae Rhyacophila vofixa group larvae 9.00
Phylum: Platyhelminthes -
Class: Turbellaria SubClass:
adult 3.00
Total: OTU Taxa: 24 Genera: 17 Families : 18 675.00




